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MISSOURI COURT OF APPEALS 

WESTERN DISTRICT 

 

 

SANDRA WILLIS, APPELLANT 

          v. 

MISSOURI FARM BUREAU SERVICES, INC., RESPONDENT 

DIVISION OF EMPLOYMENT SECURITY, RESPONDENT 

 

WD75528 Labor and Industrial Relations 

 

Before Division One:  Mark D. Pfeiffer, P.J., Victor C. Howard and Alok Ahuja, JJ. 

 

Sandra Willis filed a claim for unemployment benefits after she was discharged from her 

employment as a production assistant with Missouri Farm Bureau.  A deputy for the Division of 

Employment Security determined that Willis was disqualified from receiving benefits because 

she was discharged for misconduct connected with work.  Willis filed an appeal with the Appeals 

Tribunal, which heard the matter and reversed the deputy’s determination.  Employer appealed 

and the Commission reversed the decision of the Appeals Tribunal.  Willis appeals. 

 

DISMISSED.   

 

Division One holds: 
 

Willis asserts in his brief on appeal that the Commission erred in denying her benefits because 

the decision was not supported by the facts or all of the evidence on the whole record.  However, 

Willis’s brief contains significant deficiencies and does not comply with Rule 84.04, preserving 

nothing for appellate review.  Accordingly, Willis’s appeal is dismissed. 
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